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A new non-final action is herein attached below. 

The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .83(a). The drawings must show 
every feature of the invention specified in the claims. Therefore, the panel "not 
contacting" the seal in the open position recited throughout claims 1-33 and 35-36, must 
be shown or the feature(s) canceled from the claim(s). No new matter should be 
entered. 

Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in 
reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended 
replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate 
prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure 
number of an amended drawing should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure 
is to be canceled, the appropriate figure must be removed from the replacement sheet, 
and where necessary, the remaining figures must be renumbered and appropriate 
changes made to the brief description of the several views of the drawings for 
consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the renumbering 
of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an 
application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New 
Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, 
the applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next 
Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 
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Claims 1-33 and 35-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. In claim 1, lines 2-3, the phraseology 
"movable glass panel arranged to slide at least partially on an inside of the body shell 
between a sealing position and at least one open position" is not readily understood by 
the Examiner. Is the sealing position the "closed position" of the window glass panel? 
Does the panel not touch any seals when the panel is not closed? In claim 1 , line 4, 
the phraseology "the door comprises at least one strut bearing a watertight joint" is not 
readily understood by the Examiner. Exactly what is meant by "watertight joint"? In 
claim 1, line 6, the phraseology "the at least one strut bears at least one guide track" is 
not readily understood by the Examiner. Does that applicant mean that the strut has a 
guide track? In claim 1 , line 12, the phraseology "panel does not lean against the 
watertight joint" is not readily understood. Exactly what does the applicant mean? In 
claim 1 , lines 13-14, the phraseology "so that the movable glass panel slides without 
damaging the watertight joint In claim 1 , lines 1 6-1 7, the phraseology "to press against 
the watertight joint in the sealing position" is not readily understood by the Examiner. 
Specifically, what is "the watertight joint" and "sealing position"? In claim 3, lines 1-2, 
what is meant by "the at least one strut bears at least two guide tracks"? Does the 
applicant mean that the strut comprises two guide tracks? In claim 4, lines 1-2, the 
phraseology "the at least one strut enters into the body shell" is not readily understood 
by the Examiner. Specifically, what is meant by the "strut enters into the body shell"? 
Does the applicant mean that the strut is mounted within the door/body shell? In claim 
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5, line 3, what is meant by "the sealing position"? Is this the closed position? In claim 
7, line 2, is the "guide rail" different or the same as the "guide track" recited in claim 1? 
In claim 8, line 2, it appears that "at least one of the shoes' should be — the at least one 
shoe--. In claim 10, line 2, is "a single rail" the same or different than the "guide track" 
recited in claim 1? In claim 10, lines 1-2, how can the motorized means be mounted 
"into" a single rail? In claim 1 1 , line 3, is the "sealing position" the closed position of the 
glass pane? In claim 12, lines 1-3, the phraseology is not readily understood by the 
Examiner. Does the wiper blade both guide the glass panel AND move across the 
glass panel? How does the wiper blade "move" across the glass panel when the glass 
panel is not moving, i.e., in the "sealing position"? In claim 14, line 3, does the applicant 
mean a -rolled position — instead of a "folded position"? In claims 15 and 16, 
specifically, what is meant by "burglarproof means"? What is the "lock" and how does 
the "lock" work per se? Is the window glass not guided/locked in all positions? In claim 
17, lines 1-2, how can the lock "be arranged to slot into a part"? In claim 17, line 2, is 
there more than one "strut(s)" and how many are recited in claim 1? In claim 19, line 2, 
it appears that "operate" should be -cooperates-. In claim 20, line 2, how can a screw 
act on a sealing position? In claim 21 , lines 1-2, how can a strut be an extrusion? In 
claim 22, lines 1-4, is the applicant claiming a unit or a kit? In claim 22, lines 3-4, the 
phraseology "sealing position and at least one open position" is not readily understood 
by the Examiner. Is the sealing position the "closed position" of the window glass 
panel? Does the panel not touch any seals when the panel is not closed? Exactly 
what is meant by "watertight joint" recited throughout claims 22-33 and 35-36? In claim 
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22, line 5, the phraseology "the at least one strut bears at least one guide track" is not 
readily understood by the Examiner. Does that applicant mean that the strut has a 
guide track? In claim 22, lines 12-13, the phraseology "panel does not lean against the 
watertight joint" is not readily understood. Exactly what does the applicant mean? In 
claim 22, line 14, the phraseology "so that the movable glass panel slides without 
damaging the watertight joint In claim 22, lines 16-17, the phraseology "to press against 
the watertight joint in the sealing position" is not readily understood by the Examiner. 
Specifically, what is "the watertight joint" and "sealing position"? In claim 33, lines 2-3, 
the phraseology "movable glass panel arranged to slide at least partially on an inside of 
the body shell between a sealing position and at least one open position" is not readily 
understood by the Examiner. Is the sealing position the "closed position" of the window 
glass panel? Does the panel not touch any seals when the panel is not closed? In 
claim 33, line 4, the phraseology "the door comprises at least one strut bearing a 
watertight joint" is not readily understood by the Examiner. Exactly what is meant by 
"watertight joint"? In claim 33, line 6, the phraseology "the at least one strut bears at 
least one guide track" is not readily understood by the Examiner. Does that applicant 
mean that the strut has a guide track? In claim 33, line 12, the phraseology "panel does 
not lean against the watertight joint" is not readily understood. Exactly what does the 
applicant mean? In claim 33, lines 13, the phraseology "so that the movable glass 
panel slides without damaging the watertight joint In claim 33, lines 15-16, the 
phraseology "to press against the watertight joint in the sealing position" is not readily 
understood by the Examiner. Specifically, what is "the watertight joint" and "sealing 
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position"? In claim 35, lines 1-2, how can the moans of driving be mounted "into" a 
single rail? In claim 35, line 3, are there more than one "strut(s)"? If so, has the 
applicant positively set forth more than one strut? 

Depending on the applicant's amendments, claims 1-33 and 35-36 would be 
allowable if rewritten or amended to overcome the rejection(s) under 35 U.S.C. 112, 2nd 
paragraph, set forth in this Office action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jerry Redman whose telephone number is 571-272- 
6835. The examiner can normally be reached on M-TH from 8 to 6. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ms. Mitchell, can be reached on 571-272-7069. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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